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I. REASONS FOR REQUEST 

Applicants request a Pre- Appeal Brief Conference to review the rejection of claims 1-12 and 
19-22 under 35 U.S.C. §102 as anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 5,708,961 to Hylton et al. 
(hereinafter merely "Hylton"). 

II. FACTUAL BASIS 

Independent claims 1 and 7 were amended in Applicant's August 29, 2005 reply to the 
Office Action dated June 1, 2005. Claims 19-22 were added in the same amendment. Claim 19 
is representative: 

"19. A television reception system, comprising: 

a channel selection apparatus to receive broadcasting signals and select one or more 
broadcasting programs therefrom, the channel selection apparatus comprising: 

an antenna to transmit the selected broadcasting programs to one or more display 
apparatus and to receive transmission information from the display apparatus; and 

a multicoupler coupled to the antenna to permit transmitting of the selected 
broadcasting programs and receiving of the transmission information at different 
frequencies on the same antenna, either alone or simultaneously and without interfering 
with one another." (emphasis added) 

The highlighted element was added to independent claims 1 and 7, as well. 
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III. ARGUMENTS 

The §102 Rejection Should be Withdrawn Because the 
Cited Reference Does Not Disclose Each and Every 
Element Recited in the Claims 

"For a prior art reference to anticipate in terms 35 U.S.C. §102, every element of the 

claimed invention must be identically shown in a single reference These elements must be 

arranged as in the claim under review, ... but this is not an ipsissimus verbis test . . {In re 
Bond, 910 F.2d 831 (Fed. Cir. 1990) (emphasis added, citations and internal quotations omitted). 
"A prior art reference anticipates a claim only if the reference discloses, either expressly or 
inherently, every limitation of the claim." Rowe v. Dror, 112 F.3d 473 (Fed. Cir. 1997) 
(emphasis added). Thus, the test for anticipation under §102 is an element-by-element analysis. 

Claim 19 of the application, in its present form, recites a "multicoupler" element. 
Applicants contend that a "multicoupler" element is not disclosed in the Hylton reference cited in 
the Office Action. The following analysis overlays the present invention with the Hylton 
reference to show that the multicoupler element recited in claim 19 is missing from the Hylton 
reference. 

The Office Action refers to Hylton FIG. 1. Hylton discloses, in relevant part, program 
selection signal streams provided to a multiplexer (15). The multiplexer (15) supplies the 
multiplexed signal streams to a modulator (17) that, in turn, provides the modulated signals 
directly to an antenna (27). Col. 6, lines 18-22. 

In contrast, as described in the present application and shown in, for example, FIG. 17, 
transmission signals from the transmission signal formation sections (36a, 36b, 36c) are provided 
to a multiplexing section (70). The output of the multiplexing section (70) is provided to a 
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transmission processing section (37S) that modulates the transmission signals, that, in turn, 
provides the modulated signals through a multicoupler (37K) to an antenna (38). See, for 
example, FIG. 17 and pars. [0206]-[229], [0233]. Claim 19 recites, " a multicoupler coupled to 
the antenna " as shown and described in the specification. 

The advantages of using a multicoupler are discussed throughout the specification. See, 
for example, pars. [0071]-[0073]. 

Thus, independent claim 19 recites an element not disclosed in Hylton. Claim 19 is 
patentable over the cited reference because that reference does not disclose each and every 
limitation recited in the claim. In particular, Hylton does not disclose, " a multicoupler coupled 
to the antenna " as recited in the claim. 

Independent claims 1 and 7 are not anticipated by Hylton for substantially the same 
reasons. Dependent claims 2-6, 9-12 and 20-22 depend from one of claims 1, 7 and 22 and 
should also be allowable for at least the same reasons. 
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In view of the foregoing remarks and arguments, it is believed that all of the claims in 
this application are patentable and Applicant respectfully requests early passage to issue of the 
present application. 

Respectfully submitted, 

FROMMER LAWRENCE & HAUG LLP 




By: 

Paul A. Levy 
Reg. No. 45,748 
(212) 588-0800 
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